and cannot be treated exactly as low-level names. Therefore the use of synonymies by Asher & Helgen (2010) is not supported, and things such as common usage take a greater role in stability.
Asher & Helgen (2010) list their preferred high-level names along with those they reject. Many of these names have been debated in the past. However, I wish to focus here on one name that is given unusual emphasis by those authors: the ordinal name that encompasses tenrecs (Tenrecidae) and golden moles (Chrysochloridae). Asher & Helgen (2010) acknowledge that Afrosoricida Stanhope et al. (1998) has gained in usage among mammalogists, but argue that their proposed rules favor the earlier name Tenrecoidea, attributing the authorship of the latter name to McDowell (1958) . Although McDowell used Tenrecoidea as a superfamily for Tenrecidae + Chrysochloridae, the name was used earlier by Simpson (1931) in a much different way: to group the Tenrecidae, Solenodontidae (West Indian giant shrews), and some fossil taxa from North America. Tenrecomorpha has a similarly confusing history, and Zalambdodonta Gill (1883) would not be appropriate either because it has included West Indian solenodontids. Asher & Helgen (2010) suggested that Stanhope et al. (1998) , in their naming of Afrosoricida, possibly were "simply unaware of McDowell's Tenrecoidea." However, as an author of Afrosoricida I can state that we were aware of McDowell's Tenrecoidea, Simpson's Tenrecoidea, and the confusion surrounding available names, discussed above. Another concern was that Tenrecoidea, with its superfamily suffix, would be inappropriate to use as an order. We were also aware of possible confusion with the genus Afrosorex, which fortunately is now reduced since it has been synonymized with Crocidura. Bronner and Jenkins (2005) provided similar reasoning for considering Tenrecoidea and Tenrecomorpha to be problematic names, advocating instead the use of Afrosoricida for the order comprising tenrecs and golden moles. Asher & Helgen (2010) mention the eminent mammal taxonomist George Gaylord Simpson throughout as the source for guidance in which high-level names should be used and which ones should be rejected. This is somewhat misleading because Simpson's use of high-level names was in line with conventional practice whereas Asher & Helgen have proposed a radical departure from convention. Simpson's emphasis on general principles of priority (as opposed to strict priority, which is not possible), stability, and common usage are the same principles that have been used by taxonomists through the years and are part of the natural process of community consensus.
